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ARSTRACT
Media in democratic societies are generally assumed to have a

responsibility to provide a forum for the articulation of diverse ideas,
including radical discomve. The media often fall short of this lofty ideal.
This case study evaluates the performance of local newspaper and television
coverage of a "deviant" social movement. Media coverage of two Anarchist
marches tended to "marginalize" the group by focusing on the group's viclence
and appearance, as opposed to the issues being raised. In addition, the
marchers were framed as being in cpposition to law enforcement instead of
governmment and big business. .




meinportantcmtrih:timofmssmmicationreseud:hasbeento
question the role of the media in a democratic society. Theve has been a great
deal of inquiry into the processes of the production and dissemination of nesss.
Recently, these efforts have focused on media coverage of groups which
challenge the status quol. This type of research yields insight imto the
limitatiuso_fthemediainﬂledamcmticemdmn;eofideas.

The cbiectives of this paper are: 1) to review the literature on media
coverage of groups perceived as "deviant® by “mainstream® society, and 2) to
evaluate the coverage of cre such "deviant group, the Anarchist movement. The
amlyaisfomsesmnwscwexageoftwommistmrchesindcmtom
Mirmeapolis.

Ostensibly, one important notion underlying democratic theory is that a
ﬂeeaﬁm"mrketphceofi&as"iswmrumtm*'self-rightirgpmes."
In this view, the media are said to act as a conduit for diverse ideas in order
to provide a basis for democratic decision-making. In practice, t'.e media
often fall short of such lofty ideals. Structural limitations make selection,
collation and interpretation necessary functions of the media. In the process,
media messages are subject to the influence of social forces. It is clear from
the mass commmication literature that this has important implications for the
coverage of social movements.

1 moad Gitlin, The Whole World is Watching: Mass Media in the Making and
Urmakireg of the New left. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1978);
James D, Halloran, Phillip Elliott, end Graham Murdock, Demonstratiors and

(Harmondsworth, England: Penguin Bocks, 1970);
Stameycm Mmmzm (Lendon: MacGikbon aniKee 1973);

and Charles Winnick, Deviance and the Mass Media, Beverly Hills, CA: Sage
Publications, 1978).




REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Several forces have been thuught to affect coverage of dissent in the
uainstream U.S. media. These forces stem'from individual attitudes of
Journalists ar owners, from organizational dynamics, from the ideclogy of the
journalistic profession, from the political-economic system, and from the
Arerican culture itself, '
Individual factors.

Early studies of bias in the media often loo}@ at the attitudes, cpinions
and perscoalities of individual reporters and sometimes editors. The argument
was straightforvard—if jowrnalists agreed with the Gissenters, then they would
write a favorable story. Journalists whose views were right or left of center
would submit copy which would reflect their predilections. Of course, this
copyawldthenbesubjectedtoevaluatimbyi‘meditor, who could also inject
personal orientations into the story.2

O&mrj:ﬁividmlswimpwertoslantﬂ:emarethapublisheror

Ancther view is that jcm'nallsts came disproporticnately from midgdle
class, liberal, mid~western, religious backgrounds. Writers and editors were
assxmedtowpwsesmﬂarvieaspmducmgcmtentin&medwiththevalues of

2 pavid M. ¥hite, "The Gatekeeper: A Case Study in the Selection of News,"
Jonnalism Quarterly. 27:383-396 (Fall, 1950); see Rebert A. Hackett, "Decline
of a Paradign?: Bias and Ohjectivity in News Media Studies, " Critical studies
in Maes Commmicatjon. 1:229-259 (1984).

3 Warren Breed, "Social Coitrol in the Newsroom: 2 Functional Analysis,"
Social Forces. 33:326-355 (May, 1955) ; 1ee Sigelman, "Reporting the News: An

Organizational Analysis," American Jourmal of Sociology. 79:132-151 (July,
1973).




these demographic groups.4 Spiro Adgnew's attack on the press centeved largely
around his contention that the eastarn press reflected a liberal, wper-middle
class, intellectual bias. They did not, he claimed, reflect the views of the
"silent majority.®

Soma studies argue that the press is likeral, while others hold it to be
conservative. To same degree, conclusions depend on the group of jm&mlists
being studied. But perhaps more significant is the orientation of the person
or group doing the study.

At another level of analysis, it can be said that rews organizations, like
any organization, seek to fulfill certain functioms. Certainly organizational
survival is high on the list. Perhaps the main organizational dynamic is the
attatpttocmtznltheammbymdlwirgﬂmrmﬁamessofinpztsarﬂ
otputs. News does not noxmally present iteelf, and it does not do so in the
appfopriateamo&mtbofitﬂ:e"mlnle." It is necessary for the
organizaticn to produce news, and in arder to do so, it develops a Ybeat
system,* placing reporters at strategic places where ™ews" ocaurs. These are
usually sites of institutionalized power such as the police staticn, city hall
the statehouse, ebc.ﬂ Bacause news media are heavily reliamt on offic.al

?

souxces, hews content tends to absord the official outlook.® Reporters become
7

4 pavid E. Weaver and G.Cleveland Wilhoit, The American Journalist: A

.S. e Their . (Bloamington, IN: University of
Indiana Press, 1986).

5 Mark Fistman, Menufacturing the News. (Austin, Texas: University of
Texas Press, 1980); Ieon V. Sigal, Reporters and Officials. (Lexington, MA:
D.C. Heath, 1973). .




cerditioned to seek official sources even for stories which cccur outside the
hureaucratic routines of the news orgenization.

It may be the case that orgunizations have a dynamic, a Ypersonality®
which is not traceable to the will of the owners or top wanagement. It may
have evolved from previous generations or may have developed cut of the
interaction of the orgenization with its emvirorment. In any case, it appears
that newspaper people are socialized to accept the "editorial policy" of their
organization. Rewards flow to those who accept the policy, and subtle
punishment to those who resist, The political andeoommc views favored in
the news colums are generally the same within the organization, with some room
for maneuver, especially for veteran and "star" reporters.6
Professionaliem.

Jmmnlismasaprofessionhascertaincod&andcmventimswhidqhavean
effect on newspaper content. fessimzsmsthavesm:eclaimtoexpertiseand
privilege, and journalism is no exception. Claims to pramote the public good
rest on democratic theory. Part of journalists' defense against attack lies in
their claim to be "cbjective" or "fair." Tuchman nas found that cbjectivity is
a "strategic ritual.” This ritual includes a set of practices and techniques
vhich protect the jowrnalist against criticism. These include: covering "both
sides" of an issue, adducing evidence, and judicious use of quotation marks.?

Another professional need is a body of specialized knowledge. For
Jjournalists, this includes "news values." News values are applied to events to
decide whether they are really "news." Among the important bases of

6 Breed, "Social Control in the Newsroom: A Fuctional Analysis,™;
Sigelman, YReporting the News: An Organizatiomal Analysie.®

7 Gaye Tuctman, “Objectivity as Strategic Ritual: An Examination of
Newesmen's Noticis of Objectivity,® American Jourmal of Socioloay. 77:660-679,
(Jarmary, 1972); and Gaye Tuchman, Making News. (New York: Free Press, 1778).
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nmsworthimssamtheeconanicarﬂpoliticalimpactonsocietyarﬁthe
dramatic nature of the story, including elements of sex and violence. Events
are selected according to these criteria.. Consequently, the media center
stories around events as opposed to issues. As a result, dissenters may fimd
itrmsarytoactinsanemmsualorviolentmmrtogetmediacaverage
(e.q., demenstrations, marches and terrorist acts).

Gans specifies several shared values of American Journalists which include
faith in altruistic nature of danocracyatxih:sms He, too, cbserves that
Journalists support the social order and the leadership which promotes it.8
System constraints.

Atahigherlevelofanaiysis,theeffectofsystanconstrajntsonthe
overall coverage of dissent can be seen. In a capitalist system, certain
Wofpeopleammmpow&fulﬁnnothers,arﬂmybeabletohms
theirviewsmthemdiaccveragemereadilythanothexs. This has led to
cancern about ownership of the media by major corporations and about the
interlocking directorates between media organizations and other corporations.®
Capitalists or upper management, while tiffering over some issues, tend to
Support the existing social system. It has been argued that the cartent
Produced by their organizations reflects this value consensus.10

8Be.rbertJ.Gans,__ t's News: & of the CBS Ev News
NEC Nichtly News, Newsweek and mg (New York: Vintage Bocks, 1979).

9 Peter Dreier and S. Weinbery, "Interlocking Directorate," Columbia
Journalism Review, 18(4):51-53 (November /Decenber, 1979),

10 graham Murdock and Peter Golding, "Capitalism, Cammnication and Class
Relations," in J. Curran, M. Gurevitch, and J. Woollacott, Mass Commmication
and Society. (Beverly Hills: Sage mblicatmms, 1977).




ancther view is that markst forces promote mainstream views by panishing
those who stray too far from thv wmiddle. Radical viewpoints may jeopardize
audience and advertising support, and new ‘products will spring up which more
clearly meet the demarris of the market. Subscriptions and advertising move to
mainstream publications, especially those that enphasize crowd~pleasing
content, such ae sex ard violence.ll
Hegemonic _jdeoleqy.

Finally, ithasbeenarguedthatthepwerm;minbajntheirpositions in
society through political hegemony. This viewpoint states that through the
processes of coercion and consent, powerful forces in society are able to
"impress their definitions of situations" en other groups within society.
Gitlin explains:

" everything
think is natural--making a 1iving, loving, playing
believing, knowing, eve. nebellmg'; In ex'rexy s;he{'e of
social activity, itmes}mwithtbemsmsethmm
which people make the world seem intelligible; it tries to
becane that common sense. Yet, at the same time, pecple
only partially and unevenly accept the hegemonic terms. 12
Individuals and organizations within the deminant institutions in society
generally chare certain. interests, inciuding maintaining the status quo. In
certain canscious and subconscious ways, these forces exert a
disproporticnetely strong influence in shaping cultural values, It is this
systemofsociélmlues, shaped by dominant interests, which quide the
production and dissemination of news.
Journalists, like most individuals, are socialized into the “mainstream!

aﬂune,mﬂamlﬂcelytofavorthedmnmantreadingsoievemsarﬂissues.

11 James Qurran, "Capitalism and Control of the Press, 1800-1975," in
James Curran, Michael Gurevitch, and Janet Woollacott, Mass Commmication and
Society. (Beverly Hills: Sage FPublications, 1977).

12 Gitlin, The whole World is Watching. p.10
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Hall arques that news reporters have no choice hut to pick fram ameng the
meanings the system makes available to them; the dominant meanings are the most
prevalent.13

In additiaon, the hegemonic value system shapes the way news media are
organized and their reporters are socialized. Gitlin notes that media
"routines are structured in ways journalists are socialized fram childhood, and
then trained, recruited, assigned, edited, rewarded, and promoted on the job;
they decisively shape the ways in which news is defined, events are considered
newsworthy, and cbjectivity is secured.wl4

However, the powerful belief systems in the culture are constantly under
attack by groups outside the daminant interests.l® The question then arises,
to what extent do the media provide a forum for this dissent?

Gitlin says that in the process of covering social movements, the media's
"crucial unintended ideclogical effect is to undermine whatever efforts
movements may make to present a general coherent political opposition; the
effect is to reinforce the image that reform movements f.cus, and in the nature
of things ouwht to focus, on single grievances which the system, however
reluctantly, can correct withwut altering fundamental social relations. The
media thus support the dominant system's claim to general legitimacy and its
ability to fragment the opposition,"16

13 stuart Hall, “Culture, Media and the Ideological Effect," in J. Curran,
M. Gurevitch, and J. Woollacott, Mass Commmication and Society, (Beverly
Hills: Sage Publications, 1977).

14 git1lin, The whole World is Watching. p.11

15 stuart Hall, "Culture, Media and the Ideclogical Effect.®

16 @itlin, The whole World is Watching.
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IMPLICATIONS FOR THE COVERAGE OF DISSENT

Together these forces impinge upon the process by which dissent is covered
by the media. Certain patterns can be attributed to different cambinations of
these forces. For instance, the most overt expressions of opinion set in the
news colums and the most cbvious sorts of "name-callingt my cane frar the
individual preferences of writers and editors. If individual factors are more
important, thenthereshwldbeagooddealofvariationintheooverage of a
deviant group within a given news organization.

If the "marginalization" of dissent can be attribited to the predilections
of the owners or of top management, coverage shouid vary &cross organizations
assuming “here is some variance in predilections across organizations.

Enphasis on such factors as the violence and deviance of the protesters is
likely to be an outcome of news values about what should be covered. News
practices lead to the presentation of “both sides of the story." This
artificially gives the impression that there are only two sides to a given
story, or that the two views can be seen as directly opposed. The "judiciocus
use of quotation marks" can be used to call into question opinions expressed by
"deviant" groups.

The effects of system-level forces are harder to estimate. In general,
this is because the nature of the system's influence is dependent upon the

particular position of the news organization within that system. This requires
looking at the concrete situation of each news organization separately.

In the realm of ideology, the faith in status quo which is a foundation of
the dominant ideology would lead the journalist to interpret those who oppose
that faith to be unbalanced or deviant. ‘The reporter may even be unable to
understand the views of the radical dissenter because he or she does not share
the dissenters' core assumptions about the social system. This could lead to

11




false simplification or misrepresentation of the views of the dissenters. The
reporter may dismiss the ideas of the growp in the article or ignore the issues
being raised altogether. If the ideological system is seen as a powerful
determinant. of news coverage of "deviant" groups, ane would expect that there
would be little variance in the coverage within mainstream media accounts.

The task of extricating the effects of each of these factors in the
analysis of media contenc is difficult. They may be expected to interact in a
wnique configuration in each case. Based on the l‘iteramre,_we can draw
szveral major geheralizations: news coverage follows lines of institutional
power, media will give less attention to groups which they perceive as being
deviant, and finally, the coverage of such “deviant" groups will be distorted.

A CASE STUDY OF MEDIA ¢ JERAGE OF ANARCHIST FROTESTS

This analysis is a comparison and contrast of various media accounts of
two similar Anarchist marches in Minneapolis. The first march, the October 16,
1986 "War Chest Tour," was sponsored by the Progressive Student Organization
and the Backroom Anarchist Center. Participants proceeded through @ series of
demonstrations in fromt of downtown businesses including WooO television,
Pillshury and the Mimmeapolis Star and Tribune. Six protesters were arrested.

Several symbolic gestures were used to protest the contribution or
complicity of thesn busiresses to the “war effort." For instance, a television

was smashed outside the television station, and the fiags of the United States,
the Soviet Union and Mchonald!'s were burned cutside the federal building.

The second march, on June 22, 1987, was the culmination of a five day
anmual convention of Anarchists. The gathering began with a reception at the
Backroam M2 +dist Center. The following three days included a series of
warksheo,~ pertinent to the Anarchist movement. Finally, the

12




anarchists conducted ancther "War Chest Tour® in downtovm Minneapolis. The
avents of this protest included demonstrations outside downtown businesses and
omnfrontations with police.

Primary concerns of this analysis are the rhetoric used to describe the
marches, the scaces of information cited by the media, and the ideological
frames of reference used to structure elements of the story.

PRINTCUVERAGEOF'EEANARCH[STIER&IES IN MINNEAFOLIS
The first march.

There was less print coverage of the first march than the second. The
event was not covered in the St. Paul daily newspaper. The Mimmeapolis Star
and Tribune ran a medium length story with a photograph in the center of page
one. The story's headline reflects the mainstream view that the marches were
disruptive to the social order: "Anarchists Organize to Wreak Havoc Downtown."
Early in the story the movement was dismissed as being "young" and
"disreputable." The tane of the article was condescerding to the marchers:

"The protesters drew a great dzal of attention as they moved through

the Cowntown with their pounding drums, waving flags and eccentric

appearance, which .included purple mchavk hairdos, black lipstick,

tfioow.z'_ng beards, pantaloons, jackets without sleeves and a turban or

The emphasis on the appearances of the marchers terds to obfuscate the
message which they were trying to get acicoss. In addition, the article
neglects to mention that many marchers were dressed in "normal" attire. In any
event, the appearance of the marchers is quite irrelevant to the issues they
are raising. Nevertheless, appearances became a central element of the story.

The article stated that “one demonstrator spat on a police officer as an

arrest was made," a juxtaposition which lerds credibility to the arrest.

10
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However, the reason for and justifiability of the arrest itself were never
discussed.

Sare attention was given to the raticnale for the protest, quoting one
marcher, “the govermment, maltinational corporations, and the educaticnal
system interact togsther in a system to further their own ends of power and
profit through control, exploitation and war." without further elaboration,
these thoughts may seem farfetched to the general public. Such positions need
a mxh more thorough articulation in order to be given fair consideration.

The coverage of one stop on the protest march was strangely incamplete. A
front page picture showed a protester burning an American flag. The photo, its
caption, and the article itself failed to point cut that a Soviet flag was
shnitanecusly being barmed. This omission focuses attention on the Fanti-
Americaness" of the protest, without recognizing the greater peint keing made
about interventicniist governments.

The actions of the deronstrators were largely extamined on the basis of
their criminality, not on the basis of their symbolic criticism of society.
For instance, the article mentions that one~dollar bills ware bumed in front
of a local bank. The meaning of this symbolic gesture was not discuseed; the
article only mentioared that, "police said that burning less than two dollars at
once is not a crime.' - The events of the march are briefly recounted, hut the
reader is presented with no discussion of their intended meaning.

More attention was paid to the thoughts of bystanders than those of the
anarchists. "what are they protesting?! ane woman asked another, after being
handed one of the groups fliers. 'It's hard to tell,' the other woman
answered, 'But I thivk they are protesting everything.™

There is considerable attention given to official points of view. Police,
who "monitored” the situation, were accorpanied by representatives from the

11

14




city attorney's office, “who were there to give on-the-spot advice on when the
deronstrators might be breaking laws." Clearly, in this accoant, the
established authority is taking precautions to act responsibly, unlike the
protesters.

Quotes of authorities were reported without questioning the accuracy or
appropriateness of the remarks. "Sergeant Robert Beckers of the Street Crimes
Unit dismissed the demonstrators as "a kunch of punk-rockers...led by a small
nurber, and I mean a small mmber, of psople who are believers in wrecking and
ruining things.® ' '

The meaning of anarchy was not addressed by muinstream media coverage.
The term anarchy, though it was self-administered by the protesters, may give
ths general public a false impression of the goals of the movement,
Stereotypes of anarchy may conjure up images of a society in chaos without
campassion, ruled by force and the will of the strong. According to
informaticn passed out at the protest, this is clearly not the philosophy of
the anarchist protesters. However, only ohe sentence in the Star and Trilume
article dealt with anarchist philosophy in a way which might dispel potential
false impressions. One protester was quoted as saying, "The group's philosophy
is anti-war, anti~draft, ecology, feminiem and punk." Other information
presented in the article might have contributed to the misconception that the
group promises a society ruled by violence and self-interest.

The Mimnesota Daily, the student newspaper at the University of Minnesota,
was slightly more sympathetic to the protesters. It mentioned that the reason

one man was arrested was because he wrote on the wall of a stone building with
a piece of chalk. It did, however, refrain from commenting on the

aporopriatensss of the mmichment for this Yoyime, ®
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march, pointing cut their excessive focus on the "punks" while ignoring the
older demonstrators.

The estimation of the size of an event is one way in which ideology can
maxﬁ.festitselfinthecmtentofanmsstoxy. Overthrow estimated the mmber
of protesters at 200, The Star ard Tribune, however, &id not take credit for
their own estimate. Instead, they cited estimates from representatives of both
sides of the conflict, the police (75) and the Back Room Anarchist Center
(185). This newspaper, in its attempt to appear impartial, noted that "several
people at the scene of the demonstration estimated that about 100 people
participated.” This conjures up an image of the hapless Star and Tribune
reporter asking bystanders to estimate the crowd.

The second march.

'Ihesecondprotestwascoveredbyboth’ﬂdndti&s dailies, as well as the
Mimmesota Daily and the Detroit publication, Fifth Estate. From the sound of
the headline in the St. Paul Picneer Press-Dispatch, "™Marchers create anarchy
in Mimneapolis,” one would think that the story would be big news. However,
the story and its two acoampanying photographs were fourd in the third section
of the paper. The “illegality" of the march was stressed throughout the
article. The lead paragraph demonstrates the critical tone that the reporter
tock toward the "licentious parade®:

breasts, pin-striped businessmen were spat upon, art and buildings

were defaced with spray paint, glass bottles were smashed, ard people

were pushed and shoved."

The article gives the impression that the protesters were the instigators
of the vioclence, notrecogniza'ngthatthema.rchersweremttheonly ones
rushing and shoving. The article seems to Place all culpability on the
protesters. For instance, the sentence, "although same demonstrators resisted
arrest and struck officers, no sericus injuries were reported," seems to
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indicate more concern with the safety of police officers then with that of the
marchers.

Half of the paragraphs in the article were either direct or indirect
quotes from the Deputy Police Chief who said that the protesters "came to
challenge govermment authority and violate the law as they saw fit." He saigd
that the officers showed "remarkable restraint" in the face of abuse.

After the view of the police officer was thorouwshly presented, the article
attempted to achieve balance by presenting the cortrasting view of participant
Rali Mari who stressed the non-violent philosophy of the demonstrators.
However, the reader might discount the information in her statement as it was
immediately preceded by the Deputy Poiice Chief's claim that the protesters
“intimidated citizens, damaged dovmtown buildings, spray painted art objects on
the Federal Reserve Building plaza, painted the Northern States Pawer Co.
building and assaulted an NSP security guard.”

The social control orientation of the article was exemplified by a quote
ﬁmtheDep.rtyPolierﬂefattheendofthearticle, "hey can preach the
philosophy of znaxchy in Mimeapolis, but if they break our laws they are going
to jail.n

The Mimmeapolis Star and Tribune was less direct in their assessmwer of

who was the instigator in the violence. The caption of the front page picture
said that a "scuffle" ensued after the police attempted to arrest one of the
brotesters. They noted that Mace was used on the marchers. But this article
lacks the clear justificat.on of police actions that was found in the St. Paul
paper. The difference in orientation of the Svar and Trilwme article is
exemplified by the headline of the second section article, "Police use Mace on
anarchist marchers.! This article mentioned the fact that the Mace also

sprayed onlookers, reporters, photographers and even police officers.
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Thie article focuses on the events of the "skirmish® which broke out
between the police and the demonstrators. The description was more graphic,
but yet not as one-sided as the St. Paul paper's article. The Star and Tribune
article seemed to be based more on the reporter's eyewitness account and less
on the statements issued by police officials. However, the underlying

rationale for the march was not discussed at length. In addition, the
article's conclusion was a statement from the Deputy Police Chief, "It should
be noted that while they were marching through the city, other legitimate
police calls could not be answered in the downtown area." No more specific
information on this last point was provided.

Three articles appeared in the Minnesota Daily, the student newspaper.
‘mefimtmasanarticleontlxem:dﬂstcmvmtimthatwaswrittentheday
of the protest march. This article focused on the diversity of ideas presented
at the convention. The story emphasized hoth the camonalities and contrasts of
the participants. It noted that there was disagreement over whether the
revolvtion should be violent or non-violent and whether the new society would
adopt modern technology. This article discussed these underlying issues. But
again, appearances were mentioned--"young squatters with multi~colored hair,
blue collar workers and ct:":llege educated professionals."

A second article entitled, “Anarchorama," was short hut seriously
discussed the convention and the diverse ideas which motivated it. Tne protest
marches were not directly addressed.

The final article was a collection of short essays on different aspects of
the anarchist convention, the longest of which focused on the march. The tone
was fairly critical of police actions, saying they were "spraying teargas
indiscriminately....A woman who had been sprayed, eyes clenched shut, asked an
officer for his badge mumber. J.J. Grates, No. 2936 responded by arresting her
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and threatening others with the same." Again, a bystander was quoted, "Pretty
seedy-looking group. "

Outside the Twin Cities, the second march was covered by a collectively
produced Detroit newspaper, Fifth Estate. The article in this newspaper
focused primarily on the anarchist comvention, providing backgrond cn the
anarchist movement and the conference attenders. This article contained the
most thorough discussion of the various philosophies and ideas of the
participants.” Included in their coverage were three articles written by
participants in the 1987 Anarchist gathering, 'Ihe coverage in Fifth Estate is
a stark contrast to the coverage by mainstream publications which focused
predominately on the events and violence of the protest march.

Criticiem of the event did come through in the Fifth Estate articles, kut
it was very different from the “violence and “appearance" criticisms that
appeared in (he mainstream print media. Instead, the criticism took place on a
more philoeophical plane. For instance, one contributor felt that, "It seemed
to many who had attended a few dull workshops that a large mmber of the
participants had little, if any, knowledge of previous anarchist movements.
While some of us thoggh_t understanding at a gut level is just as valuable as
*having analysis,' others argued the necessity for reading history and a
variety of perspectives.®

The coverage in Fifth Estate was not without descriptive elements. But
the description was very different, taking the perspective of the participant
cbsexver. For instance:

"From there we headed down through the shopping district where some

folks stopped off at a vendor selling cold ones. To me, this was

actually the funniest stop! There was a line of anarchists, with

their signs and masks, waiting to buy cokes and so on., Makes me

wonder if we could throw a revolution without soda pop, or do things
go better with coke~-even anarchy?"
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In essence, ane can get a diversity of viewpoints on the events and, issues
surraunding social protest. But it is difficult to find that diversity in one
source alone. In order to get this diversity in the print coverage of the
Minneapolis anarchy marches, one certainly had to go beyond the mainstrean
media,

TELEVISION COVERAGE OF THE ANARCHTST MARCHES IN MINNEAPOLIS

While coverage among the four local television stations with news programs
ve ded, the poles of the coverage can be defined by WCCO, the most empathetic
totheanamhists,azﬂm,themstcmsistentlyopposed.

To begin their f£ilmed coverage of the June 22 march, KsTP's reporter, Icu
Harvin said, "These protesters call themselves anarchists." The picture on the
screen was of marchers, some waving flags. Harvin followed with, "They claim
they'reopposedtoanymﬁallfomsofgwenment,andmedewmtrationbegan
quietly. Then same of them became vardals, defacing some downtown buildings.
WiMowshereattheNorﬂlemStatestmildj:gmrespraypainted. A few
alsoe hurled rocks and other debris at Mimeapolis police who were standing by."
'ﬂzemmmshotswergofacwpleofwizﬂmswithredpaﬁtmthau,mﬁthena
Fan shot frem behind the police loocking out on the mall where the marchers are.
A can cames flying out of the crowd toward the police, one of wham tries to
catch it, then camot and dodges it.

Emisframeofreferencesetthetonefortherestoftheccverage.
Through the rhetoric of news, the veracity of the protesters in calling
themselves anarchists was questioned, as was their "claim" that they are
against all forms of govermment. No other mention of anarchist doctrine was
made in the acoount. 'Ihapmtestwa.sdefinedascrime,withthepolicenotas
aggressors, but as reactants (they were 'standing by'). The account then gave




detalls of the iimber of arrests and the particular laws allegedly broken.
Depuity Police Chief Iutz was interviewed. He talked about a case where one
protester was armesied and in & sqguad car. He stated, "Several people tried to
open the squad door, and let the prisoner go, and that is samething that we
will simply not tolerate." fhe demonstraticn was ¥brought under control" after
10 police on street patrol "called for a baclkum" and 24 more officers arrived.

Haxvin also talked to a street vendor abocut the march. te stated, "Some
vendars, mearwhile, who saw the protesters say they were not impressed with
theirmessageortheirtéctics.“ The next shot was of a middle-aged woman
saying, "I just don't appreciate it as a c.tizen of such a wonderful free
country."

To finish up the account, Harvin quoted Iatz as saying that he d&idn't care
about the anarchists' color of hair, type of clothes or message they delivered.
If they braoke the laws of the city of Minneapolis, they would face the
cansequences.

WOOO presents a very different pictire of the demonstration. Darrel
Savage began his report thms, "They said it was the perfect time to do it.

Many in the group of 300 anarchists were in town for 2 weekend convention and
decided to march through the streets. The protesters are against goverrment
power and wanted their voices to be heard. suddenly, those voices changed." Up
to this time, scenes were of marchers chanting and walking along the downtown
mll. 'Ihe scene turns to a police~protester souffle.

Savage contimeed, "Police say they got involved when the anarchists
started spray-painting buildings." Deputy-chief Iutz is then quoted, “his is
clearly whether or not citizens of this city can break the law with impunity,
ard the answer is no.®
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Ulﬁliloem,mmmedamspmsebytheanamhists. Savage stated,
"Itmmxd:erssaypoliceweminstigatombyslmmgtheirbilly clubs." an
anarchist then said, "Halmaythmlghthe-policestartedtodisruptthe whole
thing. Itmskiniofdisamomtjmtoseethattheydidstopitmﬂtheywem
abletousefometobreakitup."

meccvamgewmtontodiswsstheconfmrtationsbetweenpoliceand
anarchists, bet in ways that saw the police as active in the confrontations,
not simply as passive, "Angrymarchereﬂmmcksaspolice charged them with
mace." Much of the visual material showed one or more police officers
wrestling protesters to the ground. In one case, a protester had his face
forced rather brutally against the pavement. However, a review of the out-
takesslmedthatthemostviolentpartsofthisscenewereeditedmt.

Savagestatedthatn‘anywerehitwiththemace,evenbystanders. He
Questicned the use of mace by saying that the police defended its use. Iutz
was then shown on camera, defending use of the mace.

'Ibendthepiece,SavagesajdhshadtaJlnedtopmtestemandﬂmeysaid
that due to the violence, thenextanamhistmax@mzldccmetonim»eapolis
soonerthana(pected.‘

In addition, WOCO broadcast a profile of two anarchists and the Backroom
bookstore,asponsoroftheweekendconfemnce. One of the anarchists was Rat,
a lé-year-old with the sides of his head shaved and long orange-died hair
hanging out the back of his red beret. The camera followed him as he left the
protest and got on a hus. A@ortbiogra;hyofhistmlblesinschool,andhis
gradual adoption of anarchist philosophy were shown. He said, “Anarchists feel
thatpeoplecanxmtheirliveswithmxthavingsareonenmitforthem. Aand
there's agpects of racismandsesd.sm—-it'sanyoppu:ession against other people.
I feel it's very wrong."
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The other short profile is of Carla, who became an anarchist in Kansas
before moving to Minneapolis. She stated that seeing sameone get arrested or
"for no reason getting beat upon" may lead to becoming an anarchist.

The profile of the bookstore started with pecple milling arourd cutsice,
then a woman was shosm entering while hiding her face with a book.

Reporter Trish ven Pilsum noted, "“The message is spread through books,
pericdicals, and misic. And cccasionally through highly visible protest (cut
to a scene of police ard protesters scuffling). As the scuffling and yelling
contimes on the screen, van Pilsum said, "Despite the appearance of today's
protest, the anarchists say they are not about chaocs, do not envision a world
without any order. They argue that in a world without rules and laws, people
would learn to care for each other." She then signed off.

In KSTP's account, the blame for violence is clearly attributed to the
protesters. Police are not active instigators, and only enter in when forced.
No mention was made of the police's use of mace. None of the anmarchists were
given air time to speak, and the movement's philosophy was reduced to
"They claim they're opposed to any ard all forms of govermment," Emphasis was
on conflict with the police and reactions of bystanders. The words "call
themselves" and “claim" are used in a mamner which delegitimizes the protesters
as a political group. -

Videe showed much of the vandalism, including painted windows and a
smashed window in a police car. Many shots were from behind the police, so
that the vieser was put in the position of the police, thus adopting that
Viewpoint visually. None of the shots showed excessive force, the way same of
those in the WOOO piece did.

The story WCO0 gave is much less certain of culpability and questions the
severity of police actions, particularly the use of mace. An effort to present
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the anarchist philosophy was made. The audience view switched from police to
protesters and back again, as the camera was placed altemately behingd the
protesters and the police. The bystarder!s view was not shown. However, in
attempting to adopt an "ohjective" view, the reporter assumed the role of ths
bystander.

Despite their differences, the two accounts have same important
similarities. For one, the stary is framed to pit the protesters against the
police in both instances. Hx ver, the anarchists were protesting goverrment
actions and power, as well as corporate power. By interviewing Itz rather
tlnnthepresidentofthelargestlocalbarﬂcorthemayororanimesota
senator, etc., the coverage defines the protesters as law breakers rather than
political protesters. Definiug the opposition also defines who the
protagonists are.

Also, both of the accounts emphasized violence, whether culpability was
Clear or not. Obviously, much of what went on was peaceful, but less coverage
was given to mon—violent aspects of the marches. The coverage adopted the
official legal framework of the system, and often talked about the breaking of
lawg, but rarely of the moral or philosophical issues the anarchists wished to
raise.

The legal rhetoric of the system was used to describe several symbol.ic
acts. For instance, graffiti aimed at commmicating dissent was termed
"defacing some downtown buildings." Iutz defined the incident in terms of
"obeying the laws of the city of Minneapolis" and the two news stories
generally followed that frame of reference.
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OONCLIUSICN

In general, mainstream media covered the Anarchist marches in Minneapolis
—ith a pro-establistment orientation. There was a distinct emphasis on the
violence" and appearances of the protesters as opposed to the issues that they
were raising. Often the rationale behind symbolic actions of the protesters
were ignored by the media. In cases where the meanings were ignored, the
reader or viewer can not be expected to understand the points that the
protesters were attempting to » %e.

The most dramatic way in which the message behind the protest was defused
by minstream media was the legalistic context in which the story was framed.
The police werv set up as the opposition to the protesters, not <overmment and
big business who were the demonstrators' intended opposition. The bottom line
is that in mainctream accounts of this event, the story was not a question of
social protest, ut one of legality.

Reporters did not talk to those beirng protested. This would have forced
them to address the issues being raised more thoroughly. In addition, it might
have legitimized tt~ criticisms by accepting that they were worthy of
discussion. Thus criticism was deflected away from the institutions of
business and government as the protests were put in the realm of law

enforcement.

Most of the mainstream media accounts of the marches took the point of
view of the police. For instance, in the television coverage of the protest,
“the camera captured the action from behind the police lines giving the viewer
the visuval perspective of the police officers. On the whole, this is symbolic
of the mainstream media coverage, which accepted police accounts of the protest
rather unquestioningly. Similarly, the responses of the police, which included




the use of force ard mace, were left virtually unchallenged. The police were
portrayed as mere respordents to the violence of the anarchists.
For the print coverage, mainstream publications such as the Twin Cities'

daily newspapers were less accepting of the anarchists than either the student
newspaper or alternative publications. To some degree this may be a function
of market forces. The daily newspapers are aimed at a more general audience.
They are urnder more pressure to produce content that is consistent with the
existing dominant ideology. Publications with more specialized andiences will
have a tendency to produce content that is consistent with the cutlook of their
audience. Hence, publications with a predominantly left-wing readership, such
as Overthrow, or Fifth Estate were more sympathetic to the anarchist cause.

However, this does not preclude the possibility of sane degree of
variation within the dominant perspective. For instance, there was quite a bit
of variation in the way local television stations covered the anarchist
marches. At the extremes were the coverage by local television stations KSTP
and W00, The latter seemed to take its “social responsibility” to provide a
forum for the articulation of diverse viewpoints more seriously. WCO0 indeed
provided information from the perspective of the anarchists, whereas KSTP did
not. This raises a questién for further research: Did the difference ‘that was
found between the coverage by KSTP and WOCO represent an organizational
difference, or was it attributable to differences between the individual
reporters who covered the story? Answering this question will require the
examination of their coverage of many more radical protests to see if the
difference in orientation persists.

In the case of the print coverage, there was scme variation within the

accounts of cne organization, The Mirmeapolis Star and Tribune. The covexage
oftheswmﬁanamhistmamhwasnotnearlyascriticalasthecoverageofthe
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first narch. This may be an indication that the orientation of the individual
reporter makes a difference in terms of how radical protest is portrayed.

Organizational and professional factors seemed to play an important role
in shaping the news coverage. The mainstream print media made heavy use of
police officials as sources of information. This heavy reliance, coupled with
the lack of skepticism of official police commentary, prompted stories to take
on the orientation of institutional authority.

Another xeason for the one-sided status quo orientation of the coverage
may be the lack of experience or background knowledge of reporters and their
news organizations about non-mainstream groups. 2 lack of familiarity with the
ideas which underpin the anarchist movement may have led reporters to reject
the ideas out of hand. Perhaps the lack of familiarity caused the jowrmalists
to rely more heavily on standard practices and interpretations.

The patterns fourd in the mainstream media coverage of radical social
protest have potentially major consequences. First, if dissent is marginalized
and decontextualized by the media, a valuable source of social criticism will
be washed cut. This type of constriction of the "free marketplace of ideas" is
contmxytotheidea}s_ofadezmcraticsystan. The image of the media as an
adversary to govermment is also drawn into cuestian. Ifthemediafaiito
convey significant criticism of the social power structure, they may be
participating in the maintenance of existing power relations, and thereby be
suppressing social change.

If one wants to be exposed to a diversity of viewpoints on social protest,
which includes thorough discussion of the issues being raised, then one needs
to go cutside mainstream media accounts of social movements. This presents
three problems for society. First of all, most of the general public may not
ba aware of the limited view of social issues presented in mainstream media.

25




Secondly, altermative redia have little visibility in society. Both awareness
of and access to alternative media is limited. Finally, the modest financial

resources of alternative media hampers their ability to cover and disseminate

information on important events and iasues.
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